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Sir: 



On December 29, 2003, the undersigned attorney contacted the Examiner, Steve Gravini, 
on the above-referenced case. The Applicants 5 attorney raised issues concerning the issuance of 
a new office action after an appeal brief had already been filed. Agreement was reached. The 
question was whether the Applicants' attorney would need to file a supplemental appeal brief 
because of the new points. The Examiner indicated that that was not necessary and that the 
purpose was to simply correct a typographical error in the final rejection to reject additional 
claims. 

Therefore, it was agreed that the Applicants' attorney could respond with respect to the 
additional claims and any new points that were set forth in the Applicants' reply brief, if any. In 
other words, it was not necessary for the Applicants to respond at this time to any new arguments 
or new issues raised in the supplemental paper until the reply brief. 
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